From: Casey, Carolyn

To: Craig Ziady

Cc: Zucker, Audrey; Wainberg, Daniel; Bruce Hoskins; Steve Drohosky
Subject: RE: Former USM facility QAPP disapproval and signed schedule approval
Date: Tuesday, October 30, 2018 5:53:00 PM

Attachments: eco QAPP WP disapproval 2018-10-30.pdf

signed sched approval 2018-10-26.pdf

Please see attached.
Thanks
Carolyn

Carolyn J. Casey

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
5 Post Office Square, Suite 100

Mail code OSRR 07-3

Boston, MA 02109-3912
P617-918-1368

F 617-918-0368

casey.carolyn@epa.gov
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October 30, 2018

Mr. Craig Ziady
Cummings Properties, LLC
200 West Cummings Park
Woburn, MA 01801

Re: Disapproval of the Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP) Addendum dated October 5,
2018

Dear Mr. Ziady:

In accordance with the U.S. EPA Region 1 Administrative Order on Consent (AOC) dated April
13,2017, (Docket No. RCRA-01-2017-0023), Section XV, paragraph 30.a., this correspondence
contains EPA New England’s Disapproval of the Quality Assurance Project Plan Addendum
dated October 5, 2018, for the Cummings Properties, LLC. A cursory review of the document
was conducted primarily to determine completeness. Several key issues were identified that
prevent a complete review and approval. Comments are contained in the attached document.

Please revise the document and resubmit in both redline format and a final version.

In accordance with Section XV., paragraph 30.b., of the Consent Order, your revised QAPP
should be submitted to EPA within 14 days or November 13, 2018, at the latest. Please do not
hesitate to call with any questions. I can be reached at 617-918-1368 or

CLISC\'.CH['(}I\'I'I-H CPA. 2OV,

Sincerely,

Carolyn Casey
RCRA Corrective Action Facility Manager

cc: A. Zucker, US EPA
D. Wainberg, US EPA

Toll Free « 1-888-372-7341
Intemet Address (URL) « http.//www.epa.gov/regioni
Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on Recycled Paper (Minimum 30% Postconsumer)





ATTACHMENT

Cursory review of the Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP) Addendum
dated October 5, 2018

General Comments

L

The document lacks any figures showing the actual sediment and surface water sampling
locations. Please provide these figures. As part of the site reconnaissance, depositional
areas should have been identified. Further, refer to specific comment 1 (2" para) of the
technical review comments on the January 24, 2012, SLERA.

It would have most appropriate and expedient if the two previous sets of comments were
included and addressed within the QAPP/WP and a reference included to where in the
document (section, page and/or paragraph) they were specifically address.

Selection of COCs in surface water are still an issue for surface water. Include a COC
selection table and provide the necessary information/evaluation in the table documenting
that the reporting limits were less than the project action limits for any constituents
eliminated as a COC.

Specific Comments

4.

On page 13, the Data Quality Objectives should be revised and expanded. The objective
is not limited to aquatic life.

On pages 16 and 17, three back ground or “upstream” samples are proposed for surface
water and sediment sampling. One sample is proposed to be collected in a pond at the
golf course, one in a “wetland system near the junior new [sic] high school,” and one
where the culvert discharges to the Lower Shoe Pond. The technical review comments
recommended 10 off-site (upgradient) background samples. Again, the use of a wetland
system as a reference area to these ponds is questionable. Sampling the influent to the
lower pond shoe pond is questionable as well as it may be impacted by on site
contamination as well as storm water contributions form off-site,

On page 17, it states that two sediment samples will be obtained from the pond or the
marsh on the golf course assuming that access from the City of Beverly can be obtained.
First, it’s not apparent that a marsh would be an appropriate reference pond. Second, it’s
not clear why access to the pond on the golf course has not yet been addressed. This
issue was initially brought to Cummins Center’s attention in comments on the SLERA
from 2012. Clearly, we cannot provide an approval since the reference sample locations
have yet to be confirmed.

On page 17, the use of a petit Ponar® is proposed for sediment sampling in the Upper
Shoe Pond due to the depth. The type of substrate does not appear to have been taken
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10.

11.

into consideration. Please refer to the technical comments from 3/15/18 regarding the use
of a weighted gravity corer. For the lower shoe pond, it appears that during recon an
Eckman Dredge was used unsuccessfully. Why wasn’t there an attempt to use a corer
where the water was ~2 feet in depth? This is the preferable method to retain fines as
recommended in 3/15/18 technical review comments.

If you recall our discussion at our meeting on May 8, 2018, in Boston, we recommended
upgradient sampling in this stream at a daylighted point prior to reaching Cumming’s
property. This was recommended to support a claim that was made by Cummings Center
that this storm water drainage system may be contributing contamination to the pond.
Any samples collected here would not necessarily be considered part of the

recommended 10 pond reference samples but would help to support the claim being made
by Cummings about the storm water runoff being a potential source of contamination to
the Lower Shoe Pond.

Since we are looking for total PCBs, from an accuracy perspective, at least in sediments,
the best information to use is PCB homologs. However, we recognize homolog analysis
is more expensive. In consideration of a comparison to previous data (if it is confirmed
to be Arochlor data) Arochlors would suffice for all sediment samples if 20% of those
samples also included homolog analysis to gauge whether Arochlors are an accurate
enough representation of total PCBs.

On the bottom of page 19 it states the BERA report will include information to fill data
gaps identified in US EPA comments. Many of the EPA comments sent should be
addressed in the BERA QAPP and Work Plan so that the data collected is representative
and usable for its intended purpose and meets the data quality objectives of the project.

The following text is from page 20.

“The laboratory selected to perform the chemical analysis is Alpha Analytical Inc. of
Westborough, MA. Sediment toxicity testing is to be performed by Envirosystems, Inc.
of Hampton, NH. The two laboratory standard operating procedures (SOPs) for these
analyses are included in Appendix D (SOPs previously provided in the September 2017
QAPP are not included in this appendix). The Envirosystems, Inc. laboratory Quality
Assurance Manual is included as Appendix E. The Quality Assurance Manual for Alpha
Analytical Inc. was previously provided in the September 2017 QAPP and is not included
in this appendix.™

This text states that Alpha Analytical in Westborough will perform the chemical analysis,
but the SOPs provided (except for some of the wet chemistry) are for the Mansfield Lab.
Please clarify or include the appropriate SOPs. Further, it does appear that a significant
number of the SOPs that were previously provided in 2017, were provided in the October
5 document despite the above claim. All SOPS and QA manuals, should be included in
this document to avoid any potential confusion from multiple documents, duplicate SOPs
and different labs. This “addendum™ will be considered a stand-alone document since the

-
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

original 2017 QAPP has not been updated to a new revision in accordance with QAPP
guidance procedures.

Form D — The second paragraph is irrelevant in the context of the QAPP/WP and should
be deleted.

Form F - preservation requirements — Please add another column or a separate table to
list the number of samples that will be collected for each media and analysis so that the
appropriate QC can be verified.

Form L must contain the project action limits and the laboratory reporting limits. As
discussed in detail during our May 8, 2018, meeting in Boston, the reporting limits must
be less than the project action limits. :

All parameters should be included on Form L. All parameters should have a project
action level.

The data validation procedures require additional background information. Please refer
to the EPA data validation guidelines and the MassDEP MCP Representativeness
Evaluations and Data Usability Assessments (REDUA). These documents should also be
included in the references.
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October 26, 2018

Mr. Craig Ziady
Cummings Properties, LLC
200 West Cummings Park
Woburn, MA 01801

Dear Mr. Ziady:

This correspondence contains EPA New England’s Approval of the revised schedule submitted
in email dated October 9, 2018 (and as modified by EPA), for the Cummings Properties, LLC, in
accordance with the U.S. EPA Region 1 Administrative Order on Consent (AOC) Dated April
13,2017 (Docket No. RCRA-01-2017-0023).

Please be advised that consistent with Paragraph 30.a. of the AOC, EPA has made one
modification to the schedule, by deleting the sentence “Will need to complete BERA sampling
by December 1 or will need to postpone until spring 2019.” It’s premature to include this
sentence. Depending on actual weather conditions (e.g. frozen ponds). you may submit a request
to extend the December 1 schedule along with a specific basis for your request as this deadline
approaches. The enclosed schedule as modified by EPA is now final.

Please do not hesitate to call with any questions. I can be reached at 617-918-1368 or
casey.carolyn@epa.gov.

Sincerely,
g )
6 Mﬂ‘/;» / [«;M?/
Carolyn Casey

RCRA Corrective Action Facility Manager

CC: A. Zucker, US EPA
D. Wainberg, US EPA

Toll Free = 1-888-372-7341
Intemet Address (URL) « http://www .epa.goviregion1
Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on Recycled Paper (Minimum 30% Postconsumer)





Cummings Center — 181 Elliott Street. Beverly. MA
Revised Schedule

Task

Date

Comment

Fourth round of groundwater sampling for
non-vapor intrusion wells

September 27, 2018

Completed

PCB  building sampling in Building 100 | September 29, 2018 Completed
{former vocational school)
BERA Work plan and revised QAPP for ERA | October 3. 2018 Completed

review

EPA approval of BERA work plan and revised
QAPP

November 3. 2018

Pending. Approval is time-sensitive. as BERA sampling
cannot commence until EPA approval is received.

Start BERA tield sampling

November 12, 2018

Finish BERA ficld sampling

November 21, 2018

BERA sampling period reduced substantially,

Start BERA toxicity west

December 20, 2018

Sediment samples for toxicity testing will be selected afier
chemical results are received.

Finish BERA woxicity test

February 4, 2019

Date revised based on information from the toxicity
luboratory. The test is 42 davs plus seven days for sewp.

BERA toxicity lab report received

March 12. 2019

Date revised based on information from the toxicity
laboratory.

Draft RCRA Facility Investigation Report
("RET) - o include BERA report. complete
human health risk assessment. and  data
validation as appendices

April 30. 2019

In view of the addition o MCS into the schedule. this date
must remain at April 30. 2019, Even still. additional time
may be needed ftor this report.

EPA approval of RI'T

May 30, 2019

Submit Environmental Indicators

June 15,2019

Although  EPA  has  suggested  that  environmental
indicators could be done earlier. the forms confirm that the
REFLand tull risk assessment need 1o be completed prior to
the environmental indicators.

Media Cleanup Standards Proposal ("MCS™)

n‘a

Included within RIFL submittal.

EPA approval ol MCS

ni

Included within RFI submiual.

Dratt Corrective Measure Study (il needed)

July 15,2019

Revision to July 15. 2019 conditioned upon EPA’s timely
approval of RFI no later than May 30. 2019,
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